59 Talbot Crescent, 
Kooyong. . . 31 44 , 
Victoria, 

AUSTRALIA 

29 Jan 75 



Dear Harold , 

Enclosed is a check for US $ 24.70 - being $ 10 outstanding 
on OSWALD IN NEW ORLEANS , $ 6.50 for the WHITEWASH IV you sent last 
November (which I got yesterday), and $ 8.20 for the airmail copy 
which arrived earlier this week! Thanks for your prompt service... 

Enclosed is a self-explanatory letter I received from the new New 
Orleans District Attorney, which may interest you. You will recall, 
of course, that Garrison (in "Heritage of Wtone") quotes from a 
transcript of Louisiana v. Clay Shaw. Connick also evades mention— 
ing Eugene Bracing, although I specifically enquired whether any 
further investigation had been conducted into any New Orleans 
connections he may have had. 

Meanwhile , I am BITTERLY PISA’ T OHIED by your decision not to 
contrioute tc my book. I can readily understand your primary reason 
(overwork), but consider the second (the refusal to be associated with 
’nuts’) invalid. I thought I had made it perfectly clear that each 
contributor was free to present his own views - e\en if they were 
critical of the views of others. In fact, this could have been your 
prime opportunity to belabour the commerci lizers <5t distorters! 

It might be interesting to note here that of those who so far an.- 
accepted my invitation, NONE have expressed concern about being 
’asE’.ocia ted * with you — despite the fact that they perhaps have every 
reason to do so in view of your attitude towards them. 

This is not to say I don’t concur, in many cases, with your 
appraisal of those I have approached. This revelation may at 
first appear hypocritical, but my stance is that everyone who has 
had the patience and endurance to spend large slabs of their lives 
studying this immense subject (whatever their financial interests) is 
entitled to comment upon it. If their work is weird or ’nutty’, then 
the astute reader will readily recognise it as being such. 

v 

Let’s net forget that ALL of us have made mistakes. There are times, 
I’m sure, when you have regretted publication of ’’Oswald in New 
Orleans” and your association with Garrison. . .So , you see, even you 
have not been free of an error of judgement. Therefore, is it fair 
to chastise others so? 

As to your comment about whether my forthcoming bock vd.ll contribute 
anything of substance, I can only stake my faith in myself. Unless 
I actually publish it, of course, I will never know if it has 
accomplished anything. I believe I h*ve an ability to synthesize 
material, and re-present it in a readable form. Books like yours 
(and so many others) are fine for ’assassination buffs’ who spend 
endless hours pouring over libraries of information - and are 
familiar with the cavalcade of names, events and places you describe, 
lor members of the general public, such books must be the ultimate 
in mystification. Surely, we are in the business of d e -c la s s i f y in g 
information about the assassination - not merely re -classifyin g" it ! 

Because I’m 4000 miles away from all the action, I can present an 
objective view free of invective. In addition, I believe I have 
the largest assassination collection outside of the U.S., now totalling 
over 150 books (not counting film, tapes, slides, magazines, etc). From 
this resource, I feel I can re-present the facts (which are constantly 
being overlooked in the rush to find Watergate connections, elc...' 1 

Harold, in the past I have thanked you for your forthright criticism 
and candor - a refreshing change from sycophancy that most people 
indulge in nowadays. I continue to thank you, but in this case I do 
feel you are wrong. The upshot of what I am trying to say is: I HOPE 
YOU ’ll RECONSIDER YOUR CONTRIBUTION DECISION. If it wasn’t important 
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to me personally, to include the work of the man I consider the 
foremost writer on the assassination, I would not have Vo the red 
with this letter. 

To re-iterate: The anthology section I propose will contain short, 

salty articles - drawing on a wide-range of informed opinion. The 
AIB is to provide somthing on the forthcoming conference which, if 
you're right, wall give some indication of their penchant for mind 
bending. Meanwhile, I have yet to hear from Jesse Curry, Lexie Allen 
(an investigator on the Ituby defence team), or from a photographer I 
hope will take a series of shots of Dealey Plaza as it is today - 
showing the changes that have been made to the area, and giving 
close-ups of the areas I think are important. I h; ve so far contacted 
15 people for contributions, and will contact more (like Sylvia 
Meagher and other critics of 'substance') as soon as I can find their 
addresses - can you help with the latter: 

Co-incidentally , Bob Cutler mentioned in his letter of yesterday 
that Sylvia Meagher had once suggested a scheme similar to mine. 
Evidently she believed that a series of monographs could be collected 
and presented with good result. Personally, I find it astonishing 
that the idea lias not yet been implemented, the results COULD be 
so beneficial (there IS strength in numbers....) 



Cnee again, I hope you will review your decision (the deadline, by the 
way, is the first week in April - all that is required is an article of 
between 750/2500 words, accompanied by supporting illustrative material, 
plus a personal photo (like the one at the back of Whitewash IV). The 
rest, a mini-biography, quoted verbatim from Bringuier's "HE D FRIDAY 1 ’ , 

I would supply! 1 1 - I'm only joking, of course! 

Thanks again for your help in the past. Long may it continue. 

Warm regards , 



Ian MacFarlane 
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